
the development of specific biological weapons. As to whether their 

advice is helpful, as to whether the Committee is having any influence 

this is a question you’ll have to ask me a couple of years from now about 

the time my tenure on the Committee is over because I simply don’t know 

now. Again perhaps Dr. Romig who has been on the Committee longer can 

answer that: 

Starting out to make up some notes for this meeting I tried to start 

at the beginning and examine the general question of the relation of the 

individual and the society to biological warfare and I came up with some 

very simple questions, They may seem simpleminded but I don’t think the 

answers to them are at all simple. We could start out from the very 

beginning and what is the involvement of the individual microbiologist in 

biological warfare. Involvement is a very popular worth now, I wonder if 

jib- ,@-. using it correctly so I looked it up in the dictionary. I think I 
CL& 

am because the definition of to involve” is “to draw in/a participant.” 
Is& general 

I think this is what we’re talking about. Wluzre we hav>involvements as 

human beings its because we are micro&iologists and scientists and we can’t 

forget that we’re still human beings. We have special. professional 

involvements as microbiologists. Because by virtue of his professional 
be. 

training, microbiologists shouldAbetter able tban most to evaluate the 

pros and cons of biological warfare, I wonder how seriously we take this 
tlbe- \Iruu~. llLz *LLLw4-~ 

responsibility.. For exampleAhave we done? How many of you here have read 

Gen. Rothschild”s book? How many of you have read N.&CA review in 

the Annual Review of Microbiology? This is a horrible thing to tell to 
h* hi 

an author, but I hadbread your book a few weeks ago. I got it out of the 
/t 

University Library and I could tell by the charge card that I’m the only person 

that had taken it out of the library. I don’t think this is an indictment 

.._.. of- Gen ,... Rothschild’s book..I...think, it..is an indictment” .of .,the ..schol.arly 



community at the University of Chicago 

the subject than to try to get at some 

that takes no more interest in 

of the basic facts. ‘!!&@ J&-W* . 

The second thing is he has a special involvement because it is the 

application of his research and the research of his colleagues both 

present and past that makes biological warfare possible, I think few of 

us ilrx@mx are in any position to disavow this, 4 o say but my research has 

nothing to do with biological warfare. I think almost all microbiological 

research has something to do with biological warfare because unfortunately 
oJ* 

all the problems of biological warfare.& intertwined in a dery complex 

way with the problems of understanding and controlling infectious disease. 

The most fundamental answers in microbiological are likely to be the ones 

with the most unsettling consequences. It has always been a pet pnecmx thesis 

prfxyermar of mine that the great recent advances in biology and mm3 microbiology 
wq’ 

are not in any way being applied to understand an infectious disease, 
4 

That i& for example, 
Ir 

we really wanted to make a major effort we should be 

able to come up with the genetic basis of virulence. And the possibilities 

of what would happen if we did make this so&--G effort are the sort of 

things that Dr. Lederberg was talking about earlier this afternoon, 

The second thing that we really ought to examine is as microbiologists 

what is the real range of our attitudes towards biologicalweapons. ti 

in his review points out that there is what he calls a distribution of 

attitudes towards t&r weapons. He contrasts the two sides: those4 who 

feel biological weak, are the most humane of all and those are filled 

with the moral indignation and repugnance at their very mention. Of course 
*rn 

%b- inbetween there is a middle ground t 
A 

at depends on all sorts of judgments. 

To noame only one, how much research and development is needed for preparedness 

against biological warfare, One @uld go on and on. I suspect we have 

a rather disjointed spectrum of opinions about biological warfare and about 
* 

-different questions .&$ biological. warfare .__. ..I!.ll. cOme_bact,.tq.fhe-.~- 



importance of this in a minute. Then we have to ask ourselves the question 
/r 

what can we do about it as individuals. We could ignore it. I finM that 

hard to do with an easy conscience. I assume simply by your presence here 

this afternoon you are of the same opinion. You wouldn’t be here otherwise. 

But I feel a great many people who shouldn’t be ignorigg the question are 

ignoring it . The second thing he could try to do something aboat it. But 

we all know that it is fruitless and frustrating to have views and opinions 
A 

on something if we can’t make these views and opinions knownsome effective 
/’ Lti ~&+.ww 

way. Unless a microbiologistg is a particularly eminent person he is very 
P 

unlikely to have any influence t6 at all on policies governing preparation 

for biological warfare. 

That brings us inevitably to the real question. That is whatis the 
) &I&-~ fucJN 

society-j i.-s-el-. As the only braodly basedfibiological society in this 
-AL 

country its involvement in a sense is S collective involvement of all its 

members. It can’t ignore biological warfare and all the problems and issues 

that come with it any more than its individual members can. But it has 

equally difficult and somewhat differ@ problems in doing something about 

it. Then we come to what can the ASM do about biological warfare. What 

are the problems in the Society taking action? 
‘) Lrtci Y%j ? 

The question of whether 

any free’ $ ociety whether it be a scientific society or a University or 
* 

so forth should takeAcollective position on any issue. That is should 

the Society’“s stand on ang issue be determined by majority vote? ThdS 
L j @&I kad= IL& ivkti+~ 

question was brought up last spring at our general business meeti’ng. Can 
&&Lj 

this be done without violating the rights of the,minorities. 
(it- /! 

,,‘ 
,~ The Universipy 

of Chicago we have had a long and continuing discussion of this, Can a 

University take a stand on an issue or not? There is no answer to it. 

Then one could ask is any unanimous collective position on biological 
‘&Li.j I don’t know, we’ll just have to find out. 

warfare,,is possible? Let us say suppose% collective position is possible. 
no 

.- . . . _. . . ..I . _ . . . ^ I ._- 
Can the ASM 



ci- f6 WD- c\AsIl 
Can the ASM ask-the Society still influence biological policy, how? 

~l!cLL 
I think one clear pla $ 

A 
is to foster and stimulate open discussion such 

as this~:)&Lt 

l A 

I don’t know. One would then ask is the presently constituted 
it 

\ 

Advisory Committee the proper instrument for this Society to influence 
Ln c- 

policy. Then we come to such questions, and I know this wil-l---influence 

alot of your minds, is the existence of the present committee to be 

interpreted-as a collective action endorsing the present biological 

warfare policy or is it a collective action acknowledging the existence 

of biological warfare potentiality a$, the inevitable involvement of 
L+ 

any microbiological society with these problems. 
3-4 & oq. rye. cc &a & CLLCCLC -IT ‘-a-l piLi.irn 

&quotation from Gen, Rothschild’s book -for the Hravard Crimson 
/ 

in which the question is brought up “Does contemplation of a catastrophe 

. necessarily mean edmz&4n of it?” I think this is part of the question. 

Finally, what are the alternatives? What can the Society do? 
&2 

First it can retain the Committee at its present level of function )2 

would suspect this would mean no real policy role for the ASM. Give me 

two years and I’ll give my real opinion on it; this is a prediction. 

I don’t see how as presently constituted with all due respects to present 

and past members how it is likely to influence policy very much if for no o 

other reason than it has no place to feed in any opinions it might have. 

We could discharge the Committee and thke no other action. I think this 

would not hurt the biological warfare effott at all because I believe 

there is no doubt that they could independently of society get the same 

once a year expert opinion even from the same people that they did before. 

If no other is taken then the society is ignoring all the questions and 
fi ,u 

he problems relating to biological warfare. Mr. Galbraihh would say we 
? 

will have lost contact. It is necessary for the Society to decide whether 
,/( c\s 

it wants to lose contact. -We could expand the present Committee function 
a y$&& ok;-- 

to include policy, but how? We could set up some’other instrument or ASM 
1 . ._ _. . . . . . _ . ~._.” .i 1.. .-... ..- . II. . _. -A.*.* .- ._F..,sm^I._a. 

action againahxwhat instrument and how would it work? 



Let’s look at the situation in the broadest possible &text. The 
P 

Advisory Committee of the AS!! is not the problem. It is merely the 

instrument that is served to remind us of our own personal involvement 

as scientists, microbiologists, as persons, the involvement of the 

Society in all the problems arising from the clear posibility of 

infectious agents being used as weapons. The real problem is what to 

do about this involvement. This involvement is going to stay with us 

whetheryoukeep the Committee, whether we change it, or whether we do 

away with it entirely. 

Dr. Romig : 

In the mlix main I would agree with what he said. I think it was 

overstated just a little bit that our Committee members do not have any 

feed in at all. I’d say that we don’t have the amount of feedin that 

one would like to have. For instance, the Committee writes a report to 

formerly it was a commanding General of Edgewood Arsenal and now it is 

---.- to the- scientific-director of Fort Detrick since- some type of administrative 

reorganization went on. I had explained to me in great detail hkat at one 

meeting of about 40 different organization lines that I have forgotten. 
ti: 

The report is dubmitted ancllis read because occasionally some of the very 

specific types of recommendations are acted upon, .-.--_ But the type that I’m 

referring to kow are more proceedural types of recomn$edations. At least 
0-L 

the report is read but whether broader ‘s- 
- &, d..& 

have been written 

upon C.L, G; &cc c p c 
’ ‘Y-- 

a *A ‘A. LQ-ti-, 

Panel discussion: 

Dr. Marr: 
- 

A question Dr. Romig: with in the bounds of security is it possible 
k\2LlxC. \J 

-.to -provi&uss with,some-examples of,the-sorts,-of magnums on which- the-- _ _ .._I_- . .._._” ..,-- 



Committee gives its advice now to the civilian director of the Army 

Biological Laboratories? 

DR. Romig: 
part 

As Dr. Moulder pointed out,the majornof the advice that is given KCLbLCi TkS& 
’ Is3 &&,-tL&,., ;it.t b-4 +x +Lit cp.- . 

are specific questions from laboratory scientists. There is a group 3&c” 
tr~~~;)~~~““““,“.-“~t *-tcc:~k...ctc 

3 
that works on B. subtilus and the phages of the B. subtilus and I happen 

to be qquainted with some of those problems. And the major part of my 

time at Fort Detrick is discussing the day-to-day problems tkxh: talking 

over the research that they have done. I’m sure that is &kat so of the 
t&L, 

other members of the panel.that go back there to give-help to the people 

at Fort Detrick depending on your area of interest and presumed experte-h: 
$ c-4 

that you are shunted~off to one or another labin which you would be i 
i.c& A 

interested in talking about. But now additionally to that ther-z&z almost 

always is a presentation by one of the branchchiefs on the work, the 

literal overall work that is (ing done at that partaicular branch, and 

occasionally that would be security type material in the sense that before 
s 

the talk starts you are specifically told that this comes under security(XWw 

The other typehof talkwe have they let you know that there is no security 

involved at all, But there are certain very firmly distinct areas hk in which 

you are told that this is a security area. Of ocurse that either does, or 

potentially would have something to do with the weaponry of biological warfare. 
~;&y-; &&., ‘7. y&~.&.c:, L‘, .$y 5 :.‘*-s, -~ii.,‘pL- t, ‘& <ci r-c-, , 
Dr. Marr: 

Does the annual report to the civilian director concern itself 

primarily with the kind of questions you put in the first category, 

scientific advise not subject to security or does it concern itself 

primarily with the second.category, those aspect of policy or items which 
- 

are for one reason or another in the category of security? 

..=. Dr.. .= -Romig : 



Dr. Romig : 

I’d say it is fairly well mixed. Some of the committees before 

I was appointed to this particular committee, for instance, pointed out 

that they felt that the level of intensity of effort there was much below 

what it should be.)Whether or not they thought what they were being hired _. 

to do they were doing well. Xkfbr~~k~xx~rxH~hxhk~~xkk~~g~k~ther reports 

would consider whether a particular area is represented in depth as one 

thinks it should it. For instance certain physiological areas were 

considered weak and that they should be strengthened, Now those would 

be more policytype of dkcisions. Other things that are carried into the 
LLSJ l!wclrm 

report is the fact that there i.% not an electron available 
4 

in a particular 

area in which its use certainly was indicated and it was spe_cifically 
fps hum. d/y w---y 

requested that for this type of research .thm an electron 
u;cdJ k ia+& 

microscope, 
A 

I would like to sum it up by saying the report contains any 

kind of inofrmation that the Committee thinks would be useful to the 

director and which if acted upon 

at Fort Detrick. 

-- - 
Do you feel that the existence of this Committee implies -al@obation 

by the national organization of ASM on the activities carried out by the 

Army Biological 7 Laboratory. Do you think there is imp1ici.t in the Committee 

approbation by the National ASM? 

I 

&j.?cj -y-q (,., ; c7.a 
-!!ti. Y- 

I ,&,;*c_ b-4 <‘- ,i L CVWVL . 

Dr. Romig : %&A oZL~ g* ‘-3 p J&A&!! cgz‘;&-y x,t- ww : @-~~c-~--~~~~~ 

T 
Through my experience on the Committee I didn’t notice ax any data 

j 
;M1 ti relatp to that, I have gotten an impression that the existence of 

the Committee through the ASM does have an official sanction for Fort 

Detrick, somewhat similar to what Dr. Boulder said, and some of my 

linked to e;hez&& ?Y 
w-n~ f- ’ ‘,hC e-L. 



$? Rothschild . . . 

I would just like to make one&$ment so my credibility doesn’t 

seem to be too badly damaged. Dr. Moulder mentitnted that they met once 
civilian 

a year with the Chemical Corps. When I was speaking of our scientific 

advising committees, I was not only wzthe Advisoi Committee 

of the ASM. P!e have other civilian advisory committees which meet much 

more often than that. 

Q.ue&-m:T,t. A ,J.d& 
do 

How are those constituted and how xxx those committees stack up 

in importance to the research and development effort,&cLu& tL &Pl 
~L~~~LLxke. :3 
Dr. Rothschild: p*dbL+ 

f believe those committees are selected in conjunction/with consultation 

with well-known scientists and institutions outside. But I think they 
a 

are designated by the approach”and then after acceptance designated by 

the Chemical Corps &p&a< . 

Some of these committees meet alot more often. But it is not only the 

committee meeting. For instance one of our major committees, I forget 
riw 

what the title -&, met about every other month, But they would get _ -- _ 

the members of the committee in to consult with our workers in their field 

of particular qualification. So they saw them more often than the regular 

meetings of the committee. They would come in for general briefings at 
L&i &AI!&dwL , 

these every-other-month meet-. 

($&l&n: ‘3J. A z-c @&LL 

66 

Would you consider that their activities were crucial for the functioning 

Egi’ the research and development? 

Dr. Rothschild: 

Very definitely. 

TO Dr. bioulder and Dr. Romig: do you consider that the function of the 



Advisory Committee are equally crucial to the research and development efforts 

of the Army?in chemical and biological warfare? 

Dr. Moulder: 

I would say that if it is to function as an expert advisory committee 
--t&--213& 

and do it efficiently, it would have to have more contact w&h . 

I have had some experience consulting with the Chemical Corps, and with 

industrial firms. If you are going to be an effective consultant you are 

. w to concern yourself with a fairly small area and get to 

know the people involved and the program. I think what the ASM committee 
PI 

is getting is a sort of general overall view. I don’t believe that 
r 

L. 

Is this a function of the desires of the ASM committee or Detrick? 

Dr. Mouldcr : 

I don’t know. Probably more of the Committe3 

Dr. & ---- 

flGoing back there once a year isn’t an Bswmxrsrux onerous task. They 

have all kinds of trouble as Dr. Maulder probably knows %@xxraa{igning 
-- 

one date a year and I don’t know what you wopld do if you had to do that 

every month. If it were going to be done effectively, I have been back now 

a total of five days in three years and I don’t probably know anything more 

about biological warfare than Dr. Moulder does since he has read the book. 
-%-CL ~jjkl&m&~r~-*~ 

Detrick has several hundred Ph.D.‘s. I did read M-W review. And it 
.A 

is a very large operation and you just can’t learn that operation in a day 

and a half inx a year. Since I’m not terrifically interested in biological 
3 ttih* 

warfare 
‘A 

that is not why I’m on the Committee. I wasn’t selected because 

I was interested in it or knew anything about it--I didn’t and I still 
- 

don’t know very much. But in a day and a ha1 f a year you just can’t learn 
a&c,cL~, 

too much about it. Exact-l-y at the other end of the microscope we spend two- 



thirds of the time at least working with one group--the genetics group 

in my case and that in itself tends to limit your overall view of what’s 
1 

going on. Although they do make an effort to have a briefing of the 

entire committee at least once a year on & segmnnt but I haven’t 

been on it long enough to get the entire picture yet and I forget from 
fj) uhc 

one year to the next the details 
k was given. So I would say it is of 

d-3 fl 
iimktarLa limited usefulness*since you can’t do .tbe’kind ofA job you do 

for an industrial firm unless you meet fery oftem. 

in a formal sense, not how specific individuals were chosen as a member 

of the committee as opposed to six other people. But what is the policy 

of selection of membership of the Committee Advisory to the Army Biological 
lLktf& 

Laboratory in+ our Society? 

Dr. Moulder: 

It is the same as all committees. 
Taff VC%b% il4.a M2, 

The president-elect of the Society 

zkx asks-the 
/1 

chairman of the committe for nominations for the committee. 

I understand that in the past that these nominees have been selected by 
- - 

the xxh chairman of the committee in consultation with the scientific 

director at Fort Detrick. These names are then sent to the president- 

elect who appoints all the committees and from this list he gets new 

members of the committee just as in other committees done by regular 

Society action. Most committees are essentailly self-perpetuating. 

May I ask if you get any experience, the degree to which the director 

of the Army Biological Laboratory participates in the selection of Committe 

One year he was fairly well involved, 
/r 

he was also president of the 

Society. But my recollection is that during that year he did not make any 



appointments because of the fact that he didn’t &‘xYx the propriety involved. 

Dr. Moulder: 

It is my guess he would leave this up to the Society knowing Dr. 
h4.l 

as a person I can’t conceive of h$x trying to influence the Committee. 

Dr. Romig: 

No, it is pretty much up to the Commfttee. 

Question from the f&oor: 

constitution of the committee. A One characxr 
rnf.Lar 

teristic of the members of the committee &GZ share that xkxrdistinguish 

them from all other committees of the Society, however those other committees 
? . 

.--c-c this committee is composed of microbiologists who have 

a securi.ty clearance d@J -L4 & tiL’%$$%?!ogists in the 
fl 

country who for whatever reason xx can’t get a security clearance. This 
sufficient 

reason alone is a nilnrfjrxixxk one to urge the disengagement of the Society 

from this kind of activity. 

Dr. Moul der2 

Would you urge complete disengagement or would you urge a different sr 

sort of Society Committee? 

Questioner: - - 

Given the ways h&v a tie&CL& 
L.4 1 - .r? 

society are construct&e in this 

that is Q&&u\ the ASM as the kind of organization that - 
7 . 

country, 

the business of propagating microbiology, running an annula meeting, 
. 

publishing a journal, and recognizing how ikx’gffective!Mxx it is 

in most basic discussion of political issues 9 would recommend complete 

dixmisxa%xxxdxdisengagement of the Society from thisbusiness. 

I wou-M-p another point. I wouldn’t look to the Academy of 

Microbiology for stepping into the vacuum. It would be particularly -~ 

ineffective in doing it. I think if microbiologists are going to in any way 

influence public policy through ikz society its going to have to be the ASM 



because it is the teally only effective broadly representative microbio- 

logical society, 

Dr. Clark: 

I think there is a disagreement here, and I think that the disagree- 

ment stems on whether the Society should be responsible to the Army in 

this kind of relationship whether it has an advisory committee or a 

committee by some other name or whether its responsibility ought to be 

directed elsewhere. Perhaps to the scientific community as a whole or 

perhaps to the public or to some other agency xa%.har than the US Army. 

Dr. Moulder: 

I’ve raised the question of other types of involvement completely 

braod3y without any restrictions. 

Dr. Clark: 

May I take the Chair’s perogative to point ah out at this point that 

there is I think one other difference between this committee and other 

committees of the ASM. It is connectbd with the security clearance.& 

That i&I believe that there is no other committee of the ASM which 

does not report its conclusions of its heliberations to the Society. 
- 

This committee as I understand it reports to the technical director of 

Fort Detrick and does not report its conclusions to the Society and I 

would point this out as being one major difference. 

Dr. Moulder: 

A report is written about the committee’s activities that goes into 

the Newsletter. 

Dr. Clark: 

Yes but the conclusions of its deliberations are not publicised to 

the Socei ty . - 

Dr. Moulder: 

Yes, this is true. Let me phrase another question. This has been 



suggested to me, it is not original. Suppose a committee could be 

constituted in which the question of security clearance did not arise. 

Suppose it could be constituted in such a way that the committee did 

not have to 

full report 

reaction to 

have a security clearance and the committee could make a 
cl)G*&~ 

lAdvisory to the army? 
9&f&a: atid& 

of what it did. ~ What is your zix P-?w ’ I 

that? 
w- 

Lx &yyf#$.! Lw&+?&ec u.c&u~L~ F( LmTfLJ- 

K‘pl ‘&a 
My reaction to it would be aJT-- 

fi 
eslrable andflpractical b~$ impossible. 

I would assume thata committee like 
txtb /jcb3ttiM 

access to anything of any interest 
/\ 

Dr. Clark: 

To rephrase, would such a committee be acceptable to Fort Detrick? 
J 

Have you any information on that? 

Dr. Moulder: 
~$,,&&j ‘I&q 

any strings attacked. I wanted to see kxm 

Questioner: 

Are there any other committees of the ASb! which are in fxnrk effect 

vetoed as to their composition by an outside agency?- - - 

Dr. bloulder: 

No. I’m pretty sure this is the only one, 

Question’! 

The important thing is not whether or not 
&@I?~ 0% 

-j&&-&& L&vwJ k2Akdzk-e 

aKacked +e the operation of Fort Detrick but what the editor of the Chicago 

Maroon thinks it does because that is the image amd it seems to me that 
b l&aLq 

A 
there is no way to cmmmunicate the fact that b -&;V% 

Is there any reason for-& tG,r to transmit their own view 

to the 

to the membership of the Society a0 



Dr. Moulder: 

I presume the proper way to act is as this branch did last spring. 

I mean instruct its counselor to the council to bring up apy matter & 

it desires to do* so/ This is the appropriate way of action. I think 

bringing up anything individually or on the floor of a general business 

meeting i s likely not to get anywhere. The power structure of this 

society is through the Council. SQ I think if you are really going to 

do anything you have 

local meetings like this. 

agree with all of 3~ ,, constructive way to go about finding out 

what we really want to do about it. I don’t think it has ever been 

discussed before. 

Question: 
it i$y3ur && (XzzzzoWf F& 

%:8&m opinion,xs no.t.=wheA Detrick wants. it is just basic information 

~,~JwJt - It seems to me from one of the comments made by Dr. Moulder about the 
> 

responsibility of the Scoeity and involvetient. The -concern of c ‘- and 

of SDS and of us on matters of public policy with respect to B1V it doesn’t 

fit at all with the committee whose functions are those we heard described 

by the Chairman and the members of the committee. It seems kka to me 
does 

that the existence of this committee kkak indeed conveys a snnse of 

approbation by the Society on these activities and that the committee 

ptructured as it is and reporting to the persons to whom it reports offers 

no real possibilities even if we were to communicate with our committee 

of alternate public policy. It is the wron 
s 

level in my opinion. 

Dr. Clark: - 

Could you suggest a level opon which the Society might work to alter 

public policy? 



w 9,L. M,w loner. 

re suggesting that the Society should have 

ational Security-Council. By some means. 

But the trickle-up philosophy of making public policy is a very UJ~L~\, L 1- & 

one .Ak w% OF”- 

Dr. Moulder: 

This is what I was talking about when I said we didn’t have any feed 

in here. Anyone familiar with the military hierarchy, there are as many 

layers as there are peels on an onion, You can get completely frustrated 

in trying to work your way up. I think one thing ix might be possible and 

I did bring that up. Is any statement on policy possible by the Society? 

Can anyone come up with a statement that the Society is willing to back? 

This has never been explored before. 

Dr. Clark: 

Dr. Lederberg raised an issue which I will use my perogative to b)ng w 

up at this point and that is the question of whether the Society can take & 

policy stand is not particularly appropriate, The point is can it take 

an initiative to insure control and to insure the publication mfx or information 

access by the scientific community to the activities-of the research-and 

development on biological warfare. I don’t believe that any such initiathve 

through the aiding of private groups such as the Pugwahh conference or 

through the medium of the publicity such as the Annual Review>,of blicrobiology 

that I don’t believe that such activities by the Committee would constitute 

a policy position. 
7 

Questioner: t 
-. -- ,_ _---_- _....-. ..- -- 

-7 
at --------.--_ - __._ .__ -.. .- . ..__ 

L I think it is least conceivable that we could urge 
cow~nxm 

upon our GCWR&~ to be presented at the national meeting the essence of the 

policy that Dr. Lederberg is urging, 
tlcLm\n L[ 
main* thatwhy should the Society use 

&+&iu. ; 
sa 

. ab ‘ir- XL -c!&w.s “,scientific activity as resulting only in the publication 
--A& WC. 

of the information that is learned, AndAwould therefore give no sanction 60 



activities that require secrecy and security clearances and this would 

involve the abolition of this particular committee, And we would urge 

that the matter of public policy of biological warfare in the area in 

which this Society has some eMpertise using this area of professionla 

competence that this be subject to changes in the legal structure that 

would permit complete publication of all the _.--.I_.__. of Fort Detrick. 

I don’t thinka*that this as a policy matter is something that the organi- 

zation couldn’t grapple with. I’m pessimistic about what the outcome 

would be. I think it is a reasonable thing to urge upon our councillor 

to defend at the business meeting. 

Dr. Wyatt: 

I would like to suggest that maybe the Society would perhaps be amenable 
Cd 

to,,diametrically opposed point of view as regards the Committee than you 

have but which might also serve the purposes that you proposes and Dr. lederberg 

mentioned much better. It seems at this time through some strange set of 

circumstances that this Society is uniques in having such a committee. This 

committee is potentially a very powerful means for the membership expressing 

their feelings. Now we nominate senators and representatives to Congress. 

They all have security clearances. I don’t think it bothers us that- they 

have to have security clearances. They get them even if they’re not really 

clearable but they usually are and they are very carefully watched in this 
, 

regard. All of our representatiges in very high offices in this country 

have security clearances. The aaia problems of security I think in 

biological warfare are really misinterpreted. The main problems are those 

of intelligence, weapon deployment, and things that are not of immediate 

interest to microbiologists. For microbiologists, for mc at least,. are what 

the impacts on civili.zation of this type of thinking, How can we influence 

it? Why not instruct a Committee made up of hawks and doves namely people 

who feel that this is a terrible type of a thing to have but nevertheless 



they are going to be on that Advisory Committee--that word “advisory” is kind 

of bad, call it a directive type of committee, On this committee, everyone 

has their security clearance, but there are people who are opposed to 

biological warfare ver-strongly on it ,those who are in favor on it, and 
3 

this Committee is available to the Any for advice and also consent perhaps. 

If the Army does not wish to accept the recommendations of the committee 

or include them in their confidence I think the Society is big enough 

and powerful enough to put pressure on the Army to listen to this committee. 

I fhink the Army has a Trojan horse, If the Committee is given a little 

more power by the membership of the ASM this Committee may well 



serve everybody’s purposes. I can say that 90% of the deliberations of 
lis.&L 

the Army could easily be published. 3 
* L, 

Thebsmall fraction offi lasfified 

information that is kept from the Committee is of really I think no interest, 

But the Committee can be a very powerful tool and I think before the Society 
-ik 

abandons it tdtey ought to think of using it to promote their point of view. 

bthe Society has a chance to really put forward 
0% e6-L *& ‘~~Qti.L-r..~~~~ 

its points of view. If we abandon this committeeAwe will never get 
-& c&n 

another such opportunity . I think we can use ‘pain a great number of ways 

if the membership were more actively involved. 
JumvuL&L3 CL-~ \Il.ddbU 

i Dr. Romig’: 

In a way $ agree with your 

of the Committee is read , I 
n L-M 

were instructad to pursue a certain policy and that policy were transmitted 
7 

it might well have whatever effect the Society wanted to 
-e.i&v 

t . 

But it is one waynthe Society’s viewpoint thBx can be transmitted directly 
&t&v& 

to people who form orfipartly form policy and do read the report. 

Questioner: 
&I*-wkc. 

I think ‘that there is one uoknt t-hat I could be assured in relation L 
-&&&, c^-&,&xiG-- n A 

b that the ASM committee could have some effect on policy carried 
L.t ‘? 

out. 1 think& might &~?~litixkz Lotus b however it seems to me that 

everything that you have been+telling us about what you do a the constitution I 

of the Committee & mandate kg specific relationhip .:t&--&L Fc?-& 
CU Lu-4Gv~~~ 

precludes this LZ\LWZ!!*L*~ ~~‘LJ~~J it would have to entail a complete 

reworking of the agreement and the charge of the Committee, To achieve 

this I thinkzaxriu. very large question posed to the membership nrrxfhk of 

the ASM and indeed this would entail a question of whether or not there 
hd!AL AWLAS LL 
s&y&d be CL CC~;CC!~,+)G , by the K-3 and whether the AS?! should participate 



Dr. Moulder: 

What you are saying is very true. But before we do something we 

must decide XII what we want to do and I don’t think we really know waht 

we want to do. as a Society. 

Dr. Rothschild: 

I have a comment to make. This is’of course is not a field of my immeidate 

interest but it seems to me that you should divide your problem up into 

two areas. One is direct technical contributions to an effort to 

which the country is involved. this among ofiher things would assist 

in insurihg that some of the things that Dr. Lederberg is worrying about 

don’t happen. Practically all scientific societies, certainly the two 
4 ~&&* cQr.hcc a4 ski&\ 

I belong to the ACS and the American Institute of Chemical Engineers feel 

that they have responsibility to the public in their area of scientific 

discipline. I think that this would be a part of the area of responsibility 

of the ASM. Then I think the other area youre discussing can possibly 

be solved spear separately from this is whether the Society members feel 
a bvifi&b 

that the United States should have efforts in this 
4 .A 

field. I think they 

are not necessarily the same effort and not necessarily embodied in the 
- -- - -- - - 

same particular organization in the ASM. 

Dr. Clark: 

I would like to comment on this, At least the ACS feels that a ’ ‘@-c L 

to the Department of Defense is within the : ~~40 of the&responsibility 
-< 

F 
f 

o the public because they are bound by law to advise the Department of 

Defense. They are federally chartered. And there are two conditions to 

that charter. 
-@CL txi.Kz 3 

One is that they report to the Congress on the?$ activities 

ud th::$.lon- their rl,udget. And the second is that they advise.+ the Departr 

ment of Defense on weaponry. I don’t know if that is true of the American 

Institute of Chemical Engineers but I think that the ASM is free of that 

legal obligation. 



Dr. Rothschild: 

I was actually rrpeaking of more than a legal obligation, I was 

speaking of the social moatal ebligation of any society -&&L a&l L&qmuQ OJIkJ 

and in the particular case I’m speaking of is advie on for example whether 
‘L%-ALl& 

you are going in a direction that is i to the interest of the American 

&l-b people cX0a.L~ . In other words the danger of using something that 

m’ 91 t cause widespread infection, etc. That is separate from whether 

there should be work going on in the biological warfare field. 

Dr. Clark: - \ 

Yes of course. But the social responsibility is I think precluded 

by the legal one in this case. The question is not clear whether the 

ACS has decided of its own free will advice to the Departmen + 

of Defense or 
9% 

their federal 

whether that is ax@ pdlicy they have adopted because of 
. $&&.ack@ : 3 ~3 jJS m b\Lu&~ i< C?.t*dxC~ x)cWe.z-&Q-c~ _ -DA . C&r&: 
charter .A The ASbl is a private organization and not 

Bhartered by the federal government.and so it has no legal responsibility 

to the federal government for advice on weaponsy. 

- -- - 
It occurs to me that speaking of social or moral obligations that there 

&A!- 
are branches of the ASM, Mexico and I believe Brazil as well, in addition 

4JG.L international *cc 

tibeing a very large membership It seems to me that we are in a some- 

i 

I 
I 

what paradoxical position in advising <specifically the US Army with regard i 



Dr. Clark: 

Are there other comments? 

Dr. Clark: 

Actually that analogy is particularly apt I think, The microbiologists 

find themselves in a very curious and ambiguous position. In a sense they 

areUQ+L&& &u&G? @++ 1932 bscontinuing work in which they don’t the 

outcome, whether the outcome will make the particular-e weapons feasible, 

5 n a sense they are like the physists during the W II working on a 

Manhattan Project in which -ll&&L h-w-i in which weapons are being 

developed a&or stockpiled a&d for potential use. The microbiologists 

then find themselves with a kind of involvement which is very analogous 

to the situation of the physists%!3 a vis atomic weapons. 

Dr. Clark: 

< 6 
Dr. Oark: 

I didn’t quite catch the relevance of that. 

Question: 
VA4 1,. ,7i- 



3 , 

-7-f -&. ; 

I would like 

the international 

IkLfL’. 
to respond briefly to a point made by Dr. Vegeman on 

character iaxefxlr~ of our ASM. It seems to me that 

logically if we accept that as beingL 

responsibilities to both branch organizations and other countriesa- A* 

international membership in the ASM there is no way out short of abolition 
F 

committee without establishing any other kind of committee& 4.LiA 
4 

I think t&e-t we want to act in such a way as to 

influence national policy we’ll have to ignore the issue of foreign membership 

in our Society and the foreign branches in our organization. 
-twGkA;;t: 

*we should face that poiht would be by ignoring & altogether the 
fi 

interestSof these people, 1 

reG=u~& a committee of this sort, 

its membership from the ASM it would avoid the complication of 

foreign countries 1 

Dr. Clark: 

Presumably -AA++%+) ‘raL 

cQfwui& c-lLpxgL~;~ 

-- 
to take such action if this<ommittec were 

abolished, 

thin, the ASII except through individual 

Well, I wonder if that is true. Ma Does anyone have any o inions 
-&,& \uLQ 

on that. Would the Society have any influence except through th~-Ad+~ 

Committee on the research and development of biological weapons or’r 

on the US Army and the government in this area. 



-Dr. bloulder: , 7 

Probably is the largest single biological Society in the country, 
,A 

We have something like 10,000 members. I just can’t believe that if there 

is any real unanimity of opinion at any level on these problems that the 

‘h Society can’t come up with some instrument.which in a legitimate fashion 
I 
t 

r\ 
it can influence policy. And I am quite wure as individuals we aren’t 

going to do anything. Our only hope is through the Societ 
bddcfazd I wou1d 

like to point out what I said before. If we just give up,the easiest way 

let& &--h.h3C. 
.- 

ommittee r&&-t along the way it is or take the 

next easiest way out and simply discharge out it without any other activity 
/ 

Our obligation and our involvement is going to remain and we won’t be 

doing anything about it at all. That is certainly what I would hate to see 

% as large and as powerful a society as this simply give n an issue that)5 
P 

is important to all of us as this is, This is why I would be against 

dissolving the Committee without concurrecd efforts to replace it with& 

any other instrument of involvement. 

comjlittee and set up our own policy committee which would be elected by 
@=-QQ9 ~4a.L -l-ix 

the Society and which would make their statements available 01 it? 
f.i! - &j &d&tc- 

& 
b b 

a yearly 
sd 

/I 
+yy- 

logic of the lb f ‘&c$-Q that you and others have 

spoken . 
d 

I cannot understand why the A31 should be the vehicle for 

providing technical advice. We have been told by several people including 

w 
members of the current committee that advice is marginal in terms of the 

4 



an-mnt of ti We have been told that other advisory other scientific 
Ud 

advisors spendA more time, are more familiar with the*details of the 

operation. I must ask ourselves why there is such a committee. It is 

apparently not performing as good a function as it could considering 

the quality o<its members. 

@J-e+ 
It may have then some other reaeon for existence 

apart from my providing technical council to the Army Biological 

Laboratories, 

Dr. Clark: 

What you seem to w be changing the Committee with and what I under- 

stood from other comments on the Committee is that the Comrjittee is to 

be used as a as a crowbar or some Gort of wedge or some levefi 

against the Army. That is that the technical advice or the fact the ASM 

would be willing to give technical advice would somehow be dependent upon 

the Armbtaking the policy advice of the ASM. ---;; 

tr7pales+iea: %L9 &&,&&: 
4,Ldu&~~~- 

& &ii&- 4+$.-\~ WI LLWLL- a 
- , 

9 f they think they are B 
2- 

cG& 
e&t%~ an edge from -dJuk 

the--i&time-t+n and if you take that edge away from them and anyother 

human might react cd8%!*%% -Jib-) M they are liable to immediately 

Dr. Hegeman : - 

it seems to me there is 



CT: restramts ror making 

S has fairly strang ideas 

about this. Now this v-policy I suppose wouldn’t be regsrded -I I nc 

using the ASM .u a Qua -3 

8---E-- at the same tim.c 
\ /!&&&&&2- 62-uAw 

If I may I would like to comment on Dr. Dimmick’s second comment 

+efe-re I a? respond to the first, I will be blunt. I think that the ASM is being 

used or at least that that was the intent. It weems to be very clear 

from the saatements we have heard today that the scientific advice that is 

given could be gotten and is being gotten in much greater quantity from 

other sources than from the ASM Advisory Committee. If that is the case 
es- 

and if we are being used n my suspicions, and I admit they are only 

suspicions, are correct11 think the only way out is to get rid of the 

Committee. 
-4 

If we want to try and develop some kind of impact on public 
- 

policy4 that is really desi.rable, and I’m not sure 
br mA4 $cALq 

it is,&1 have mixed 
/\ 

feelings about this, in any event it is clear to me that we should 


